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2.0 INTRODUCTION

The Raymark landfill is a captive facility owned and operated by
Raymark Industries, Inc. The manufacturing plant and landfill are
located in Manheim Borough, Lancaster Co., PA. Raymark’s Manheim
facility has been in operation for approximately seventy-five years
producing materials for use in clutch; brake and other specialty
friction applications. 1In 1988, a separate company, Raymark
Friction took over the industrial processes at the facility,
however the landfill and other SWMUs on the property are still the
responsibility of Raymark Industries.

The landfill was permltted by the PADER on July 14, 1977 under
Industrial Waste Permit Number 300628 even though lt had been in
operation reportedly since the 1940’s. The landfill has been used
for the disposal of off-specification products, binding agent
wastes and dust collector fines from grinding and finishing
operations. The latter waste, the dust collector fines is
hazardous waste by virtue of its characteristic lead content in
excess of 5.0 mg/l when subjected to the EP Tocixity Leaching
Procedure [25 Pa Code, Chapter 75, Section '261.24(a)]. The waste
in the landfill therefore is classified as Hazardous Waste #D008.

Currently inactive, the landfill occupies 10.5 acres of surface
area and contains approx1mately 186,000 cubic yards of waste
material. The facility is covered for the most part but not
closed, in the manner required by RCRA.




3.0 REGULATORY HISTORY AND CURRENT STATUS

The Raymark landfill was permitted in the late 1970’s by the PADER.
The landfill had been operating for many years and permitting
involved compliance with monitoring and operational as "‘opposed to
design requirements when the RCRA became effective in Pennsylvania.
A Part B application was submitted to the Department on December 8,
1983, and a variance request was submitted in January of 1984.
These documents' claimed that fill onto existing ground was
providing equivalent environmental protection to that of a double
liner. Since the facility was already into a groundwater
assessment program the Department determined that equivalent
protection to the groundwater system was not being provided. By
letter dated March 1, 1985, DER denied Raymark’s Part B application
and variance requests.. The company was notified that a closure

- plan for the facility would be required.

A closure plan was submitted to the Department on April 24, 1987.
This plan again requested variance from closure requirements for -
isolation distance to groundwater (even though this is not required
by regulation), capping and cover requirements. ‘A review letter
dated September 23, 1987 was mailed to Raymark asking for a
satlsfactory response to deficiencies of the closure plan as
identified in the review letter. The major deficiencies were:

1) An asphalt cap was proposed. 2) Waste material was below

the regional water table.

3) Waste was disposed within the 100 year floodplain. of

Chickies Creek.

A revised Closure Plan was submitted to the Department in May 1990.
This plan proposed the same basic approach as the 1987 plan except
that waste was to be removed from the floodway of the creek.
Raymark maintains.that as a company, they are financially incapable
of executing a landfill closure which would meet the requirements
of RCRA. The landfill is inactive and most of the waste is covered.
by either a soil or asphalt cover to prevent removal by wind or
water. :

A consent order and adjudication was negotiated and signed by
representatives of Raymark Industries, Raymark Corporation, Raymark
Friction, Raytech Corporation and the PADER on March 11, 1991.
Closure activities were to be started after approval of the revised
(April 1992) 1991 closure and post-closure plan. This approval was
granted on 2 Jul 92. To date there has been no discernible
activity related to the closure at the Raymark Industries landfill
in Manheim, PA. ‘




Thousands of wooden pallets remain on the surface of the asphalt
covered landfill and soil cover on the Eastern portion of the
landfill has begun to erode (see photographs in Appendix C).
‘Required permit applications for stream and wetland encroachments
have not been received by the Department for review and approval.
In short, Raymark (various corporate entltles) has failed to take
-any substantlve action which would result in implementation of the
approved closure plan:. Enforcement options are currently under

" review by Mr. Carl Schultz, Esq of the Department’s Office of
Chief Counsel. :
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5.0 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING DATA AND DISCUSSION

=

The groundwater quality has been monitored since the
implementation of the interim status groundwater monitoring

- -program in 1981. There are currently seven monitoring wells
located on the Raymark site. The groundwater monitoring system
for the facility is comprised of six downgradient wells: MW-3,
MW-4, MW-6, MW-7, MW-10A, and MW-10B and one upgradient well,
MW-9. The site-specific parameters include the general
indicator parameters; pH, TOC, TOX, and.Specific Conductance;’
CaC0O3, TDS, Na, Na dis, Cl, S04, Ba, Cu, Fe, Fe dis, Pb, Mn,

Mn dis, and Phenols. Since the initiation of the groundwater
monitoring program, the following parameters have been detected
above background; S04, TDS, and Specific Conductance.

On 10 Aug 93, DER conducted a split sampling event, as required
to complete the CME. Seven monitoring wells were sampled;

W-3, W-4, W-6, W-7, W-9, W-10A, and W-10B. As shown on the
following tables, the sampling analysis data are within
reasonable proximity to each other verifying the sampling
techniques and data. The pattern of groundwater degradation
established by previous sampling events persists. Lead is still
not seen above background values in perimeter monitoring wells
despite the apparent increase in indicator parameters.




6.0 RELEASE HISTORY

For over fifty years approximately 186,000 cubic yards of waste
material, including dust collector fines, were deposited on a
10.5 acre unlined area. A portion of this area exists below the
water table. Dust collector fines are considered a hazardous
waste (D008) due to its characteristic lead content. Since
11987, the dust collector fines produced in Raymark’s Manheim
plant have been trucked off site. The landfill has still not
been officially capped and/or closed.

7.0 SUMMARY

The Raymark Industries Manheim facility has not implemented its
DER approved (modified 1991) Closure Plan. Waste is temporarily
under soil cover but has not been capped and the soil cover is
eroding in portions of the site (see photographs in Appendix C).
Waste material is also within the floodway of the Chickies Creek
and outside the landfill security fence. DER concludes however,
that Raymark Industries is currently in compliance with -
applicable groundwater monitoring regulations.
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| APPEN,_DIX A

COMPREHENSIVE GROUND-WATER MONITORING
EVALUATION WORKSHEET

The followmg worksheets have been designed to assxst the enforcement ofﬁcer{fJ
technical reviewer in evaluanng theground-water ‘monitoring. system an owner/operator
"uses to collect and analyze samples of ground water. The focus of the worksheets is
technical adequacy as it relates to obtaining and analyzmg representatwe samples of
ground water. The basis-of the worksheets is the final RCRA Ground Water Momtonng
Technical Enforcement Guidance Document which describes in detail the aspects of -
ground-water monitoring which EPA deems essential to meet the goals of RCRA.
- Appendix A is not a regulatory checklist. Specific technical deficienciés in the =
monitoring system can, however, be related to the regulations as illustrated in Figure 4.3
“taken from the RCRA Ground-Water Monltonng Compliance Order Guide (COG)
(included at the end of the appendix). The enforcement officer, in'developing an
- enforcement order, should relate the technical assessment from the worksheets to the
regulauons usmg Figure 4.3 from the COG as a gu1de. :

Comprehensxve Ground-Water Monitoring Evaluatxon Y/N
I. Office Evaluation Techmcal Evaluation of the De51gn of the. ~
Ground-Water Momtormg System .
A. Review of Relevant Documents
1. What documents were obtamed prior to conducnng the mspecnon | é ”
e | o H
a. RCRA Part A perrm: apphcanon" : N
b. RCRA Part B permit application? ' B B Twl
c. Correspondence between the owner/operator and appropriate agencxes oo
citzen's groups? . e b Y.
d. Previously conducted facility i mspecnon reporu? e Vo
e. Facility's contractor reporis? - B VY
f. Regxonal hydrogeologic, geolois, or soil repons? e
g. The facility’s Sampling and Axnlysis Plan? v
h. Ground-water Assessment Eogram Out[ﬁxe (or Plin. it thefacmty is m- :
assessment monitoring)? . . ~
i. Other (specxfy)____m&_r& \3\\,&
) Censernt OV Qar A-%}-&M

. APE
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Y/N

B. Evaluation of the Owner/Qperator’s Hyd‘rqgeologic Assessment

1. Did the owner/operator use the following direct tcchmqucs in the hyd:ogcologxc
assessment: :

a. Logs of the soil borings/rock corings (documented by a professional geolog_ist,
soil: ientist, or geotechnical engineer)?

b. Materials tests (e.g., grain size analyses, standard penetration tests, etc. )'7

¢, Piezometer installation for water level measurments at different depths"d. Slug
tests?

e. Pump tests?

i. Geochemical analyses of soil samples?

ch"C:fE&

g Other (specify) (e.g., hydrochermcal chagrams and wash analysis)

2. Did the owner/operator use the followmg mducct technique to supplement dn'cct
techmques data: : : - Co

a. Geophysical well logs?

b. Tracer studies?

N

c. Resistvity and/or clectromagneuc conductance" :

d. Seismic Survey?

e. Hydraulic conductivity measurements of cores?

f. Aerial photography?

ZiZ\zp

g. Ground penetrating radar?

h. Other (specify)

3. Did the owner/operator document and present the raw data from the site
. hydrogeologic assessment?

4, D1d the owner/operaxor document mcthods (criteria) used to correlate and analyze
the information? o

~

5. The owner/operator prepare the following:

a. Narrative description of geology?

b. Geologic cross sections? -

c. Geologic and soil maps?

d. Bonng/conng logs?

e. Structure contour maps of the differing water beanng zones and conﬁmng layer? ’

Z KK Kl

- f. Narranve descnpuon and calculation of ground-water flows?

_

OWPE
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YN

g. Water table/potentiometri¢ map? J

h. Hydrologic cross sections?.

<K

6. Did the oWner/operator obtain a regional map of the area and delineatc the facility?

If yes, does this map 1lustrate:
a. Surficial geology features?

b. Streams, rivers, lakes, or wctlands near thc fac111ty"

c. Discharging or recharging wells near the facility?

ket

7. Did the owner/operator obtain a regional hydrogeologic map?

If yes, does this hydrogeologic map indicate:
a. ' Major areas of recharge/discharge? .

/

b. Regional ground-water flow direction?

lelz

\

¢. Potentiometric contours. wtuch are consxstcnt with obscrvcd water level
elevations?

8.

Did the owner/opcrator prépare a t'a.ciiity site map?

1f yes, does the site map show: .
‘a. Regulated units of the facxhty (e.g, landfill areas,xmpoundments)”

b. Any seeps, springs, saeams, ponds, or wetlands?

¢. Locz:ion of monitoring wells, soil borings, or test pxts?

HHK K

‘d. How many regulated units does the facility have? \

If more than one regulated unit then,
* Does the waste management area encompass all regulated units?

WA

« Is a waste management arca delineated for each regulated unit?

ANTAL

C.

Characierizatiqn of Subsurface Geology of Site L

1-Soil boringest pit program:

_ a. Were the soil borings/test pits performed under Lhesupcmsmn of a quahﬁed
' professional?

b. Did the owner/operator provxde documemanon for selecnng the spacing for
 borings?

c. Were the boxings drilled to the depth of the first confining unit below the
.. uppermost zone of saturation or ten feet into bedrock?

4 Indicate the method(s) of Glling: " Nuec | Nt Parerismem | rokery

OWPE
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Y/N

Auger (hollow or solid stem)
Mud rotary
Reverse rotary
Cable tool
Jetdng

Other (specify)

AN

e. Were continuous sample corings taken?

f. How were the samples obtained (checked method[s])
» Split spoon :
* Shelby tube, or similar
* Rock coring
* Ditch sampling
s Other (explain)

'.I! I\I\

g. Were the continuous sample cormgs logged by a qualified professional in
geology? »

/A

i

~h. Does the field boring log include the. followmg mformanon
» Hole name/number?

e Date started and finished?

¢ Driller’s name?

» Hole locadon (i.e., map and clcvanon)"

* Drill rig type and bit/auger size?

° Gross petrography (e.g., rock type) of each geologic unit?

» Gross mineralogy of each geologic unit?

e febe bl I

* Gross structural interpretation of each geologic unit and strucmral features
(e.g., fractures, gouge material, solution channels, buried streams or vallcys,
identification of depositional material)?

» Development of soil zones and vertical extent and description of soil type?

» Depth of water bearing unit(s) and vertical extent of each?

* Depth and reason for termination of borehole?

* Depth and locadon of any contaminant encountered in borehole?

» Sample locaton/number?

+ » Percent sample recovery?

* Narrative descriptions of:
—Geologic observations?

—Drilling observations?

i. Were the followmg analytcal tests performedon the core samples
. Mmera.logy (e.g., microscopic tests and x-ray diffraction)?

e Petrographic analysis: o
—degree of crystallinity and cementation of mamx" -

—degree of sortng, size fracton (i.e., sieving), textural vanauons”

—rock type(s)?
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-—sml type?

Y/N_

—approximate bulk geochcxmstry" '

—eXistence of microstructures that may cffcct or indicate fluid f1 ﬂow?

* Falling head tests?

e Static head tests? ’ o R
» Settling measurements? ‘

« Centrifuge tests?

« Column drawings?

{D. Verification of Subsurface Geologicai Data

1. Has the owner/operator used indirect geophysical methods 10 supplement geologmal
condmons between borchole locanons? : A

12

2. Do the number of borings and analy;ic_al data indicate that the confining layer
displays a low enough permeability to impede the migration of contaminants to any
- stratigraphically low water-bearing units? . :

3. Is the confining layer laterally épntiriuous across the ennre site?

4 Did the owner/operator consider the chemical compaubxhty of the sne-spemﬂc
waste types and the geologn: materials of the conﬁmng layer”

-C

5 Did the geologic assessment address or provide means for resohmon ot' any
_ information gaps of geologic data?

6. Do the laboratory data corroborate the field data for petrography? |

A

7. Do the laboratory data con'oborate the field data for mmemlogy and subsurface
geochemistry? :

E. Presentation of Geologic Data

1. Did the owne‘xf/operatof pfescnt geologic cross sections of the site?

~

2. Do cross sections:

a. identify the types and characteristics of the geologic materials p,;,‘,',",;;,?

b. define the contact zones between different geologic matenals?

c. note the zones of high permeability or fracture?

lzzbe

d. give detailed borehole informaton including:

OWPE

AR
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Y/N

» location of borehole?

> depth of termination?

* location of screen (if applxcable)"

» depth of zone(s) of saturation?

¢ backfill procccfurc? ,

¢ e b G

3. Dxd the owner/operator provide a topographic map which was constructed by a
. licensed surveyor?

4. Does the topographic map provide:

a. contours at a maximum interval of two-feet?

buildings, drainage ditches, storm drain, plpclmes, etc.)?

b. locations and illustrations of man-made features (e.g., parking lots, factory -

c. descripdons of nearby water bodies?

- d. descriptions of off-site wells?

e. site boundaries?

f. individual RCRA units?

g. delineation of the waste management area(s)"

h. well and bormg locauons”

off-site featurcs"

5. Did the owner/operator provide an aerial photograph dcpxcung the site-and adjacem

. residences and are these clearly labelled?

6 Does the photograph clearly show surface water bodies, adjacem mumc:pahues, and

F. Identification of Ground-Water Flowpaths

1. Ground—water flow direction

feet?

a Was the well casing height measured by a hcensed surveyor to the nearest 0.01 .

b. Were the well water level measurements taken within a 24 hour period?

c. Were the well water level measurements taken ta the nearest 0.01 feet?

3 Py Ve

d. Were the well water levels allowed to stabilize after construction and
development for a minimum of 24 hours prior to measurements?

e. Was the water level information obtained from (check appmpnm one)
» multiple piezometers placed in single borehole? - —
» vertically nested piezometers in closely spaced separate o
* boreholes? ‘ —

-momtonng wells? - ' . [ , o

M ———
Mo rmen
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£. Did the owner/operator provide construction details for the piezometers? - | o
g. How were the static water levels measured (check method[s]) o
* Electric water sounder
* Wetted tape
¢ Air line
-« Other (cxplam)

m\

h. Was the well water level measured in wells with equivalent screened tntet'vals at ~

an equivalent depth below the saturated zone? P : N
/
\

~ 1. Has the owner/operator provxdcd a site water table (potcnnomctnc) contour map”‘ 1
Ifyes, , R : ‘ S e EEEERCEE

* Do the potentiometric contours appear 10g1ca1 and accurate based on . I

~ topography and presented data? (Consult water level data) A N v

* Are ground-water flow-lines indicated? L R S

» Are static water levels shown?

« Can hydraulic gradients be estimated? o )y

j. Did the owncr/opcrator develop hydmloglc cross sections of the vcmcal ﬂow
~ component across the site usmg measurements from all wells? - B \ﬂ

k. Do the owner/operator’s s flow nets mcludc
* « piezometer locations? -

* depth of screcmng” _ S P I
“o width of screening? o oo - S

.« measurements of water levels ﬁ*om all wells a.nd pzczometcrs? — v

2. Seasonnl 'and temporal fluctuations in ground-water o

a.Do ﬂuctuanons in static water levels occur? If yes, are ‘the fluctuations caused by :
any of the following: ~
—Off-site well pumping
—Tidal processes or other intermittent nawral
variations (e.g., river stage, etc.) o -
~ —On-site well pumping ' R
—Off-site, on-site constucton or changmg land use pattems
—Deep well injection : . .
—Seasonal variations
—Other (specify) : .
b "Has the owner/operator documented sources and patterns that conmibutetoor .-
_affect the ground-water patterns below the waste management? . -
¢. Do water level fluctuations altcr the general gmund-water gradtents andflow - - |
~ directdons? W
d. Based on water level data, do any head dzﬁ'erennals occur that may. mchcate a '
vemca.l flow component in thn saturated zone" ,

W
' ' , - . OWPE .

‘%i’jﬂﬂ’erc'
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A~

| Y/N
e. Did the owner/operator implement means for'gauging long term effects on water
movement that may result from on-site or off-site construction or changcs in
-land-use patterns? : W
3. Hyd.f'aulic cpnductiviry
a. How were hydraulic conductivities of the subsurface matenals determinied? o
* Single-well tests (slug tests)? g S
» Multiple-well tests (pump l:csts) e
* Other (specify) _ )
b. If single-well tests were conducted, was it done by:
. Adding or removing a known volume of water? v
« Pressurizing well casing? . o : Y
c. If single well tests were conducted in a hxghly pcnncable formation, were o
pressure transducers and high-speed recording equipment. used to record the
rapidly changing water levels? .. W
d. Since single well tests only measure hydraulic conductivity in a limited area, . |
were enough tests run to ensure a representauvc measurc of conductivity in each S
hydrogeologic unit? o : TN
e. Is the owner/operator’s slug test data (if applicable) consistent wuh existing T
geologic information (e.g., boring logs)? : Y
f. Were other hydraulic conductivity properties determined?
g. If yes, provide any of the followmg data, if avallable -
- o Transmiissivity o
* Storage coefficient —
o Leakage —_— ' ,
¢ Permeability = . @ 2-S — *5 SX\OT Cwnfsec
* Porosity —
-.Specific capacity —_—
- «QOther (specify).
4. Idermﬁcauon of the uppermost aquer
i _Has the extent of the uppermost saturated zone (aquxfer) in the- t'acxhty area been g
" defined? If yes,
» Are soil boring/test pit logs included? - Y
* Are geologlc cross-sections included? v
b. Is there evidence of confining (competent, unfractured, connnuous. and low - - :
permeabxhty) layers beneath the site? If yes, - W
_ » how was continuity demonstrated? M_gmw | T
" ¢. What is hydraulic conductmty of the confining unit (xf present)? CM/Sec How. \\\ )
L _wasit it dctermmed" (A
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A Y/N
» What are the dimensions of the filter pack? :
* Has a turbidity measurement of the well water ever been made? 3
* Have the filter pack and screen been designed for the insitu materials?.
. ) 7 ?
c. Well development '
» Was the well developed? - N
» What technique was used for well developmem" ‘
- —Surge block :
—(Baxler
ZLAir surging
—Water pumping
—UOther (specify)

4. Annular Space Seals

> a WhatAis the annular space in the saturated zone directlyabove thé filter pack

filled with:
—Sodium bentonite (specify type and. gnt)
—}.mem (specify neat or concrete) -

-ZOther (specify) Forwma e W\i(q,tww\ o¢ Pm Mo d CQ.MMM, * and mkzm&al

b. Was the seal installed by:
—Droppmg material down the hole and tampmg
—Droppmg material down the inside of hollow-stem auger
ZTremie pipe method

—<Other (specify)  5\wcoel

C. Was a different seal used in the unsaturated zone? If yes,

* Was this scal made with? =
- —Sodium bentonite (specify type and grit) :
D - —Cement (specify neat or concrete)- Other (specify) - N/ A
o Was this seal installed by?
—Dropping material down the hole and tampmg ,
—Dropping material down the inside of hollow stem auger W /A '
—Other (specify) .
4 s the. upper portion of the botehole sealed with a concrete cap to prevent Lo ,
infiltration from the surface? ‘ o
c. [s the well fited with an above-ground pmtecuvedevxce and bumper guards" Y
f. Has the protective cover been installed with locks 1o prevent tampering? '
) ' ' \J
- OWPE
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H. Evaluation of the Facility’s Detection Monitoring Program
1. Placement of Downgradient Detection Monitoring Wells
" a. Are the ground-water monitoring wells or clusters located immediately adjacent |
to the waste management area? ~
b. How far apart are the detection monitoring wells? O - S
¢. Does the owner/operator provide a ratonale for thelocation of each monitoring
- well or cluster? NV
d. Does the owner/operator identified the well scrccnlengths of each momtonng
well or clusters? N
- e. Does the owner/operator provide an explanation for the well screen lengths of
each monitoring well orcluster? ‘ W
f. Do the actual locations of monitoring wells orclusters correspond to those
identified by the owner/operator? 4 <

2. Placement of Upgradient Monitoring Wells

a. Has the owner/operator docurnented the location ofeach upgradxcnt morutonng

well or cluster? , X
b. Does the owner/operator provide an explanation forthe location(s) of the ‘
" upgradient monitoring wells? | At
c. What length screen has the owner/operator employed inthe background _
monitoring well(s)? A& -S
d. Does the owner/operator provide an explanation for t.he screen lcngth(s)
chosen? : N
€. Does the actual-location of each background monitoring well or cluster
correspond to that identified by the owner/operator? N

Ofﬁce Evaluatxon of the Facility’s Assessment Monitoring Program

ssesswant Y\ \;2.'5 beew .

1. Does the assessment plan specify:  <wgplawiemted by Clasug, Plam

a. The number, location, and depth of wells?

b. The rationale for their placement and identify the basis that will be used to select
subsequent sampling locations and ‘d_epths in later assessment phases?

2. Does the list of moritoring parameters include all hazardous waste constituents
from the facility? _I&\o‘wwc\.\'x AV SV Wt N N s
: cemducked ¥ A \_De—\&b e the %"‘-‘-"x_"’\“‘\'

1
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a, Does the water quality parametér list include other important ‘ind_ica':ors'not -
classified as hazardous waste constituents? S

_Y/N

b. Does the owner/operator provide documentauon for hc 11sted wastes which are .
- notincluded? o

3. Does the owner/operator’s assessmerit plan spec{fy the ',proce_durcs tobeusedto. . -
determine the rate of consdtucnt-‘rrﬁigration in the ground-water? :

4. Has the owner/operator specxﬁed a schedulc of unplcrncntauon in the assessment -
plan? ' '

5. Have the assessment tnomzonng objccuves been clcaxly dcﬁned in thc assessmcnt
plan? ' : :

§

| , & Does the plan include analysis and/or re-evaluation to determine if significant
-contamination has occurredin any of the detection monitoring wells?

b. Does the plan provide for a comprehensive program of investigation to fully .
. characterize the rate and extent of contaminant migration from the facility?

¢

<. Does the plan call for determining the concentrations of hazardous wastes and
hazardous waste constituentsin the ground water?

d. Does the plan employ a quarterly momtormg program?

< e

6. Does the assessment plan identify the i mvesugatory methods that wﬂl be used in the
. assessment phase? .

~ a. Is the role of sach method in the evaluation fully described?

b. Does the plan provide sufficient descriptions of the direct methods to be used"

» )+ c. Does the plan provide sufficient descriptions of the indirect methods to be used? |

e e

d. Will the method comnbute to Lhe funher charactenzauon of thc contaminant
movement? : g :

-C

7. Are the mvesugatory techmques unhzed m t.he assessrnent pmgram bascd on du'cct
methods" , - . L

“a. Does the assessment approach mcorporate mdn-ect met.hods to funmr support
direct methods?

b. Will the planned methods called for in the assessment approach ulumately mest
performance standards for assessment monitoring? S

c. Are the procedures well defined?

d. Does the approach provide for momn.ﬂng wells sxm;lar in dcsxgn and
- construction as the dctecuonmomtonng wells? : :

—C K ke

L—-— . s
S ———
'

T ——— ——
Y

OWPE
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e. Does the approach employ taking samplcs during drilling or collccrmg core
samples for further analysis? ' S

YN U

W

8. Are the indirect methods to be used based on rehable and acccpted geophysn:al
techmques" : :

a. Are they capable of detecting subsm‘face changesresulting from contaminant |
migration at the site? *

N/A

b. Is the measurement at an appropriate level of sensxtmty to detect ground-water
quality changes at the site?

NLA

c. Is the method appropriate considering the nature of the subsurface materials?

W/ A

d. Does the approach consider the limitations of these methods?

MIA

e. Will the extent of contamination and constituent concentration be based on direct

methods and sound engineering Judgment" (Usmg indirect methods tofurther
. subsiantiate the ﬁndmgs )

9. Does the assessment approach mcorporate any mathe-rnaucal modeling to prcdxct
_ contaminant movement? :

19

" a. Will site speéiﬁc measurements be utilized toaccm‘atély poru'a)" the subsurface?

b. Will the derived data be reliable?

d. Have the physical and chemical properties of the sm-speczﬁc wastes and -

| c. Have the assumptions been identified?
I
| hazardous waste constituentsbeen identified?

— e W IE

J. Conclusions

1. Subsurface géology

/

~ a. Has sufficient data been collected to adequately define pe:rogmphy and
petrographic variation?

b. Has the subsurface gecchemistry been adequately defined?

c. Was the boring/coring § program adequate to definesubsurface geologic variation? -

d. Was the owner/opemor's narrative descripdon complezc and accurate in its
mterpretanon of the data?

~e. Does the geologic assessment address or prowde means o resolve any
information gaps?

B kkE

2. Q;pux;d-wa_ter flowpaths.

2. Did the ownerfoperator adequately establish the hori-zontal and vertical
____components of ground-water flow?

T OWPE

O
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. Y/N

" b. Were appropriate methods used to establish gound—watcr ﬂowpaths"

¢. Did the owner/operator provide accurate documentation?

d. Are the potentiomerric surface measurements valid?

) . Did the owner/operator adequately conmder the seasonal and tempaml effccts on

the ground-water?

L

f. Were sufficient hydraulic conductmty tests performed to document latetal and

_below the site? -

vertical variationin hydrauhc conductmty in the’ crmrc hydmgeologzc subsurface

3. Uppermost Aquifer -

o Did the owner/o'per_ator_ adequately define the upper-most dQuife;? L

.4, Mon_iton'ng Well Construction 'and Design

-a. Do the design and construction of the ownerlopemtor s ground-watcr momtonng’
wells permit depth discrete ground-water samples to be taken? '

_ b. Are the samples representative of ground-water quality? -

c: Are the ground-water monitoring wells structurally stable?

<lebe

d. Does the ground-water monitoring well’s design and construction permit an .
accurate assessment of aquifer characteristics? '

\ /

s, Dctcction:eMonitOring

a. Downgrad1ent Wells
* Do the location, and screen lengths of the ground-water monitoring wells or
clusters in the detection monitoring system allow the immediate dctecuon of a .
release of hazardous waste or constituents from the hazardous waste

managemem area to the uppermost aquifer?

- FC

i

b. Up gradient Wells - .
» Do the location and screen lengths of the upgradxenx (background) ground-
“ water monitoring wells ensure the capability of collecting ground-water
samples representative of upgradient (background) ground-water quality
including any ambient heterogenous chemical characteristics?

',(,t

i

6. Assessment Monitoringw :

contaminant migration?

_a Has the owner/opcrator adequately charactenzed site hydrogeology to dztcrmne |

. b. Is the detecton momtormg sysrem adequately dc:ngned and constructed o

immediately detect any contaminant release?

Fa Ll i )
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_Y/N

¢. Are the procedures used 10 thake a first determinationof contamination adequate?

d. Ts the assessment plan adequate to detect, characterize, and track contammant
migration?

e. Will the asséssment monitoring wells, given site hyd.rogcologm conditions,

dcﬁnc the extent and concentranon of contamination in the honzonta.l and
vertical planes?

f. Are the assessment monitoring wells adequately designed and constructed?

g. Are the sampling and analy51s procedures adcquate to provide true measures of
.contamination? :

h. Do the procedures used for evaluation of assessment monitoring data resultin’

determinations of the rate of migration, extent of migration, and hazardous -
constituent composition of the contaminant plume?.

- i. Are the data collected at sufficient frequency and duration to adcquatcly
determine the rate of migration?

‘j. Is the schedule of implementation adequate? -

- k. Is the owner/operator’s assessment monitoring plan adequate?. . = -

* If the owner/operator had to implement hmasscssmem momtonng plan, was’ n h
xmplcmcnted satisfactorily?

IL Field Evaluation
A. Ground-Wéter-Monitoring System

‘1. Are the numbers, depths, and locations of monitoring wells in agreement wu.h those
rcponed in the facility’s monitoring plan" (See Section 3.2.3.)

B. Momtormg Well Construction

1. Identify construction material material diameter , ‘

. ‘ wels oy whA
a. Primary Casing _ steel ~ 41 PV
b. Secondary or outside casing __ W] A s¥e e\

2. 1s the upper portion of the borehole sealed wnh conrete t0 prevent infiltration from
the surface? S .

3. Is the well fitted with an above-ground protective device?

4. Is the protective cover fitted with locks to prevent tampering? If a facih‘t:y utilizes »
" more than a single well design, answer the above questions for each well design? Y

o/
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Y/N
- IH RevieW’of Sample Collection Procedures
A. Measuremént of Well -De‘btﬁs"/éléyatiohv
1. Are mieasuremnents of both depth to standmg water and depth to the bOttom of the
well made?
4 I | \ <
2. Are measurements taken to the 0.01 feet? B o
3. What device is used?- o @'@*4 ~ \aved prcoe. (elar ,m‘_) : .
4, Is there a reference pomt cstabhshed by a hccnsed survcyor" N
> S.Is the measurmg equipment properly cleaned betweenwll locations to prevent cross
contammanon" C I
B. Detgction of Immiscible Layers
1 Are procedures used which will detect light phase immiscible layers? : W
2. Are procedures used which._ will detect heavy phase immiscible layers?- ' N
| C. sampiing of Immiscible Layers
1. Are the immiscible layers sampled separately prior to well evacuation? "
~{ 2.Dothe 'ptdcedurcs used minimize rmxmg with watersoluble phases? \
D. Well Evacuation )
1. Are low yielding wells evacuated to dryness? L ‘P
2.Are high yielding wells evacua:ed-' so that at least three casing volumes a}e-femoved? "(
e dc ated sulowacso\a
? v\ s
3. What dewce is’ Tused to evacuate the wells% m\_d 1«<. oo P A
4, If any problems are encountered (e.g., equxpmenunalfuncuon) are they notedina
ﬁeld logbook” " A . '
W
) . - . - 8 e _—_‘,‘ i e ‘ ' ]
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Y/N

E. Sample Withdrawal

1. For low yxeldmg wells, are samples for volatiles, pH, and ox1danon/rcducuon y
potential drawn first after the well recovers? PR '

- :"JQ\Q\ oR?) |

2. Are samples withdrawn with either ﬂurocarbon/rcsms or stamless steel (316, 304 or’

2205) sampling devices? N
3. Are sampling devices either bottom valve bailers or posmve gas displacement
bladder pumps?

4. If bailers are used, is fluorocarbon/resin coated wire, single strand stainless steel
. wire, or monofilament used to raise and lower the bailer?

YA

5. If bladder pumps are used, are they operated in acontinuous manner to prcvcnt

aeration of the sample? _‘ N A
6. If bailcrs are used. are they lowered slowly to prevent degassing of the water? Y
7. If bailers are used, are the contents u'ansfcrred to the sample container in a way that o
minimizes agitation and aeration? N
8. Is care taken to avoid placing clcan sampling equxpmcnt on the ground or other
contaminated surfaces prior to insertion into the well? Y
9. If dedicated sampling eqmpmcn: is not used, is equipment dxsasscmbled and.
thoroughly cleaned between samples? N
10.If sarhples are for inorganic analysis, does the cleaning procedure include the
following sequential steps:
& Dilute acid inse (HNO, o HCL)11 Lfsam Y
11 If samples are for inorganic analysu, does the cleamng procedure include the
following sequcnual steps: S
a Nonphosphate detergent wash? Y
-b. Tap water rinse? P
¢. Distilled/deionized water rinse? N
- d. Acetone rinse? W

e. Pesticide-grade hexane rinse? -

A




N
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Y/N
12.Is sampling equipment thoroughly dry before use? <
- 13, Arc eqmpmcnt blanks taken to ensure that sample cross-contamination has not -
- occurred? Y
14.If volaule samples are taken with a posmve gas chsplaccmcnt bladder pump, are R
pumping rates bclow 100 ml/rmn" \‘\ (A ,
F. 'In-suu or erld.Anaiyses o
lArc the foilowing labile (chemiéally unstable) parameters determined in the field:
a. pH? . N
'b. Temperature? ' =
c. Specific. conductivity? N
d. Redox potential? W
e. Chiorine? N
f. Dissolved oxygen? W
g. Turbidity? W
‘h. Other (specify)
2. For in-situ detgminaﬁons, are they made after well evacuation and sample mhoval? \8 )
3. If sample_i:r; mthdmwn from the well, is parameter measured from a split portion? N
| 4. Is monitoring equipment calibrated accordmg to mannufacnn'ers specifications and
) consistent with SW-846? - . : e
5. Is the date, procedure, and maintenance for equxpment calibration documented in the U .
-field logbook? . . : "
IV._’;’ Review of Sample Preservation and Handling Procedures’
A. .Sahn_:pl;e Containers )
1. Are samples transferred from the sampling device directly to their compatible , .
containers? . emceph for Glkered walals ey =3o ‘o
(v.\.\:zr \7=No\ &— ra X S '

A an
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Y/N

2. Are sample containers for metals (morgamcs) analyses polycthylcne with
polypropylenc caps?

3. Are sample containers for organics analysis glass bottles with fluorocarbonresin-
.lined caps?

4. If glass bortles are used for metals saxhplcs are the caps fluorocarbonresin-lined?

WA

5. Are the sample containers for metal analyses cleanedusing these sequential steps:

a. Nonphosphate detergent wash?

b. 1:1 nitric acid rinse?

c. Tap water rinse?

d. 1:1 hydrochloric acid rinse? -

e. Tap water rinse?

' f. Distilled/deionized water rinse?

a. Nonphosphate detergent/hot water wash?

" 6. Are the sample containers for organic analyses cleaned using these sequential steps:

! b. Tap water rinse?

c. Distilled/deionized water rinse?

d. Acetone rinse?

\
|
| e. Pesticide-grade hexane rinse?

- 7. Are trip bianks used for each sample container type to verify cleanliness? -

3B. Sample Preservation Procedures \e
‘ ’ T awalge N, ui\-é’f‘(i?sr ok
1. Are samplcs for the following analyses coolcd 10 4°C; P2 r2wetess (see
L\. 'e.b\«aA- \a—\oob-a\a ..4,\ Aa)r A .
- a. TOC"

b, TOX?

NIT

¢. Chioride?

d. Phenols?

N/A

e. Sulfate?

f. Nitrate?

W4

ﬁColiform bacteria?

h. Cyanide?

i. Oil and grease?

j. Hazardous constituents (}261, Appendxx VII)?
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Y/N

2. Are samples for the following analyses field acidified to pH <2 with HNO;:

a. Iron? , ' '
b. Manganese? ‘
¢. Sodium?
d. Total metals?
e. Dissolved merals?
f. Fluoride?
g. Endrin?
h. Lindane?
1. Methoxychlor? S
~ j» Toxaphene? '
k. 24,D7
_Tﬂmlv_ex_?'
m. Radium?
n. Gross alpha? -
0. Gross beta?

L et

E_
P

3. Are samples for thé foll;)wi;i_g analyses field aciq_ij'lgdlto pH <2 with H,SO,:

- a. Phenols? o ' o - N
- 5 - -
b.Oﬂandgrease. WA

4, Is the samplé for TOC analyses field acified to pH <2 with HCI?

5. 1s the sample for TOX analysis preserved with 1 ml of 1.1 M sodium sulfite?

6 _’Is‘the sample for cyanide analysis preserved with NaOH to pH >12? N T A

KZ. Special Handling Considerations

L Are organic saniples‘handléd without filtering?

2. Are samples for volatile organics transfered to the appropriate wals to eliminate
.headspace over the sample?

3. Are samples for metal analysis split into two porﬁons? -

4.1s the sﬁmplé for dissolved metals filtered through 2 0.45 tmcmn filter?

5. Is the second portion not filtered and analyzed for total metals?

|4 < |« K |«

6. 1s one equipment biank'prepamd each day of ground-water sampling?

e
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Y/N

V. Review of Chain-of-Custody Procedures
'A. Sample Labels

1. Are sample labels used?

2. Do they prbvide the following information:

a. Sample identification number?

b. Name of collector?

¢. Date and time of collection?

d. Place of collecdon?

e. Parameter(s) requested and preservitives used?

3.Do they remain legible even if wet?

o e Lk e

bati smw-ug\wg CeOS detscwall

B. Sample Seals N - c& c,wsxcbé.\.‘ SIS &_,

\N\'L\.v\*l\:wuz.é ]
red s'az«—-\;?kas- =

‘\O\re_\ ¢ %9 )\'LOQ \ JDQ 5o W i
1. Arc samplc seals placed on thbse containers to ensure samples are not altered? X
C. Field Logbcok
1. Is a field logbook maintained? v

2. Does it document the following:

a. Purpose of sampling (e.g., detection or assesment)?

.

b. Locadon of well(s)?

Z

“c. Total depth of each well?

d. Static water level depth and measurement technique?

e. Presence of immiscible layers and detection method?

f. Collection method for immiscible layers and sampie identfication numbers” '

g. Well evacuation procedures?

h. Sample withdrawal procedure?

i. Date and time of coliection?

jo Well sampling sequence?

k. Types of sample containers and sample 1dennﬁcanon numbcr(s)?

T. Preservauve(iﬁse&?

m. Parameters requested?

n. Field analysis data and method(s)?

o. Sample distribution and tranSpomr?

p. Field observanons?

O
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—Unusual well recharge rates?

- —Equipment malfunction(s)?
—Possible sample comammauon"
—Sampling rate?

~

Lo )

D. ‘Chain-ot:-Custbdy Record

l.Isa chain;of-custody record included with each Sample? |

C

2. Does it document the following:

a. Sample number?
- b. - Signiture of collector? T
c. Date and dme of collection?
d. Sample type?
e. Station location?
f. Number of containers?
g. Parameters requested?
h. Signartures of persons involved in chain-of-custody?
1. Inclusive dates of custody?

\

< U(.-c,(( Lk Lele

Z. Sample Analysis Req’uo;st‘Sheet'

1. Does a sample analysis request sheet accompany each sample? - ] i }i

2. Does the request sheet document the fdllowing:

‘a. Name of person receiving the sample?
™ b. Date of sample receipt?
/" ¢. Duplicates?
d. Analysm to be performed?

/Crc—c_,(

[V. Review of Quality Assurance/Quality Control

\. Is the validnty and reliability of the laboratory and fleld generated data ensured
by a QA/QC program? _ N

3. Does the QA/QC program include:

1. Documentation of any deviation from approved procedures? , : v

OWPE
A-23




9850.2

| | Y/N
2. Documentation of analytical results for:
a. Blanks? Y
b. Standards? hd
c. Duplicates? ¢
d. Spiked samples? v
¢. Detectable limits for each parameter being analyzed? .
C. Are approved statistical methods used? «
D. Aré QC sambles used toéorrect data? O A
E. Are “all data critically examined to ensure it has been properly calculated and
reported? - | | | 7
VII. Surficial Well Inspection and Field Observation
A. Are the wells adequately maintained? - «
B. Are the monitoring wells protected and secure? «
C. Do the wells have surveyed casing elevations? W
D. Are the ground-water samples turbid? g v
E. Have all physical characteristies of the site been noted in the inspector’s field k
“notes (i.e., surface waters, topography, surface features)? Y
F. Has a site sketch been prepared by the field inspector with scale, north arrow, |
location(s) of buildings, location(s) of regulated units, locations of monitoring X
- wells, and a rough depiction of the site drainage pattern?

OWPE
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Y/N

VI Conclusions

A. Is the facilitycurrently operating under the correct monitoring progaram
according to the statistical analyses performed by the current operator?

B. Does the. ground-water monitoring system, as designed and operated, allow for
detection or assessment of any passible ground-water contamination caused by

the facility?

C. Does the sampling and analysis proceduré permit the owrier/operator to detect
and, where possible, assess the nature and extent of a release of hazardous -

constituents to ground

facility? o

water from the monitored hazardous waste management

—MW:

OWPE
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ER-WM-306: Rev. 11/93

Site Name Eoy/hﬁf'é Fricton lDNumAber 17/})9003015‘328'

Unrsrerse/

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
BUREAU OF WASTE MANAGEMENT

HAZARDOUS WASTE INSPECTION REPORT -

TSD FACILITIES - LANDFILLS

/"i_"z'c?"(drw

Date 03//{/5‘?

1-No Violation Observed  2-Not-Applicable 3-Not-Determined

4-Non-Compliance

STATUS | CHAPTER LINE
112l | REQUIREMENT "CITATION - | NUMBER
)( Run-on diverted away from the facility 265.302(a)(1) H425

Run-off collection system properly desagned constructed, operated |265.302(a)(2) H426
and maintained B _ :
\/ Run-off collected from the active portions and managed as a 265.302(2)(2) H427
X hazardous waste if it is a hazardous waste
Facility is managed to prevent wind dispersal of hazardous waste 265.302(a)(4) H428
‘ . The exact location and dimension, including depth of each cell with  [265.309(1) . - -H429
X respect to permanently surveyed benchmarks kept on map in
operating record
’ The contents of each cell and the approximate location of each 265.309(2) H430
){ hazardous waste type within each cell kept in operating record
.| A |Closure and post-closure requirements complied with 265.310 H431
X Ignitable and reactive wastes disposed with Department approval 265.312 r H432
X Prgcautions taken for the disposal of. mcompatxble wastes and 265.313 H433
materials o
Hazardous wastes disposed contain greater than 20% solids content |265.314 H434
. X by dry weight, are not flowable and do not contain free liquid
X Empty containers crushed flat, shredded or similarly reduced in 1265.315 H435
volume before disposal '

Recycled Paper

s

TSRS e -




éname : Raymark Friction
Number : PAD003015328
e : 08/16/1994

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Resources _
‘Bureau of Waste Management -~ T T

. Inspection Report Comments

On Aug. 16, 1994, Tony Rathfon, Randy Weiss and Myself conducted a routine inspection of the facility's cld hazardoué waste
ifill with Projects Development Engineer, Jamie Showers. There are three main sections of the landfill. The center portion is
largest section ahd is capped with macadam. The portion adjacent to the railroad tracks was exposed. Old parts were

ctly exposed to the surface. The third section is located on the opposite side of the center section. This section of the landfill
capped with clay and veggtated. Evidence of erosion of waste from the landfill being transported down gradient was visible.

The Deparﬁnent has approved the closure plan submitted by Raymark. (Letter attached) Furthermore, bankruptcy court has
sated funds for closure. '

YOMMENDATIONS:

) implement closure activities as per Raymark’s approved plan.

the “Requirement” Section of this inspection report, each listed inspection item may provide only a brief version of its corresponding ob!igatioh as described in the
of the regulations. Please use the Chapter citations listed on this inspection report as a reference to obtain a detailed description of compliance requirements.

is inspection report is official notification that a representative of the Department of Environmental Resources, Waste Management Program, inspected the

+ installation. The findings of this inspection are shown in this report. This inspection report shall serve a formal notification of any violations which were observed
 the inspection. Violations may also be discovered upon examination of the resuits of laboratory analyses and review of Department records. Additional

ation may be forthcoming, concerning any violations indicated herejn and listing any additional yiolations.

s report does not constitute an order or other appealable action of the Department: Nothing contained herein shall be deemed to grant or imply immunity from .
iction for any violation noted herejn.

gnature by the person interviewed does not necessén'ly imply concurrence with the findings on this report, but does acknowladge that the person was shown the
“or that a copy was left with the person.

n Interviewed (Signature) m 4 /ga/ Date & ?7/ g, / 2%

tor (Signature) /%:_Ml Date 09//{ / a4

Page _y_ of §_
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANA J.Jr«,',.:
'DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURZES”

Ofilw 0[ ( tht (,()UDS(J O’) K( L ] nee 2, {-‘ )
Central Region Litigation 7 Vil s L
- 301 Chestout Street - Third Floor \yASTE [Aain
19,1 1991 JZ Harrisburg, PA 17101-2702 <HERY
/ Telephone: (717) 787-8790

Fax: (717) 783-4541

July 2, 1992

Brendan K Collins, Esq.

Ballard, Spahr, Andrews & Ingersoll
1735 Market Street, 51st Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7599

RE: Raymark
Dear Brendan:

, The Department has reviewed the revised 1991 Closure Plan submitted by Raymark in
April of this year. We have determined that the revised 1991 Closure Plan satisfies the
requirements of the March 19, 1991 Consent Order and Adjudlcatlon between the Department
and the Raymark companies. For the record, although it is not exprcssly stated in the amended
plan in part 6.3.2.3, it is our understanding that the reference in that section to a 200 ppm
threshold level for post excavation sampling refers to 200 ppm total lead.

Pursuant ‘to paragraph 5 of the Consent Order and Adjudication, Raymark is now
required to move in bankruptcy. court for authorization to implement the Closure Plan. I have ~
already discussed with Ms. Dlutowski of your firm the appropriate language for the motion to
the bankruptcy court. I would, however, appreciate seeing a final draft of the motion before it
is filed. Given that much remains to be done before actual implementation of the Closure Plan,
we would like to move forward in bankruptcy court as quickly as possible. If you aaticipate any
difficulty in filing an appropriate motion by July 15, please let me know. I look forward to
“hearing from you. :

Sincerely,
Carl B. Schultz
Assistant Counsel

CBS:mbr

ce:  -BOb Benvinaii
Tom Miller
Joe Sebzda

An Ecua! Ooportunity/Affirmative Action Emplover Raruntad Danar SRS
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TABLE 1
RAYMARK INDUSTRIES

/

QUARTERLY GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

THIRD QUARTER 1993
8/10/93
SAMPLING LOCATION: W-3 W-4 W-6 W-7 W-9 W-10A W-108
SAMPLING DATE 8/10/93 8/10/93 8/10/93 8/10/93 8/10/93 8/10/93 8/10/93
BCM SAMPLE NUMBER: 318732 31874 31876 318738 318740 318742 318744
o . 318733 31875 31877 31879 318741 318743 318745
PARAMETER 2
WATER TABLE ELEVATION * 389.99 391.16 385.76 390.90 392.25 389.96 389.96
Total Organic Carbon mg/! NT NT NT NT NT NT NT
Total Organic Halides ug/t NT NT ’ NT NT NT NT NT
INDICATOR PARAMETERS 7 \ &
pH (Field) ' ~ std. units 7.32 7.14 7.03 7.26 7.26 6.9 7.53
Specific Conductance umhos 2400 1100 < 1900 780 520 2600 2400
'QUALITY PARAMETERS :
Chioride mg/! 60.6 27.2 7.97 11.5 35.0 13.8 12.0
Sodium’ mg/! 288 44.3 5.92 7.87 1.5 19.9 328
Sulfate as SO4 mg/l 960 136 1050 64.4 34.1 1160 687
Total Dissolved Solids mg/l 3060 715 1800 491 318 2470 2010
ADDITIONAL PARAMETERS .
Alkalinity pH mg/! 7.78 8.09 7.88 8.07 8.03 8.06 8.02
Bicarbonate Alkalinity as CaCO3 mg/i 1800 316 266 284 194 578 990
Carbonate Alkalinity as CaCO3 mg/l (0] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Free Carbon Dioxide mg/l 61 5 7 7 5 10 19
Hydroxide Alkalinity as CaCO3 mg/t 0 0 0 0 (1] o 0
P Alkalinity as CaCO3 . mg/I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Alkalinity as CaCO3 mg/| 1800 316 266 284 194 578 980
Lead mg/l <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002

*.GROUNDWATER ELEVATION IN FEET ABOVE MEAN SEA LEVEL - WATER TABLE ELEVATION IN WELL #8 = 391.13'
NT-NOT TESTED AS PART OF THIS STUDY.
SOURCE: BCM ENGINEERS INC. (BCM PROJECT NO. 00-4174-36)
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DEPARTHENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

FOR SAMPLE

'COLLECTGR TOM MILLER SWM3
COLLECTOR NO, 2310338 -
ESTABLTSHMERT  RAYMARK

CASE NAME . CHE-93
FACILITY
1D CODE
TEST DESCRIPTION RESULT
00095 SPEC CONDUCT 13380.0009
00403 PH LAB 7.6000
00410 T ALK CACO3 . 1858.0000
00515 RES 0158/105 3237.4060
00680 C T0T ORGANC 31,1000
008754 KA 435.0000
G0930A  NA 0ISS 2715,6000
940 oL §0.9000
394-5 504 TOTAL 8386500
10074 BA 182.0008
610424 ¢U TOT o« 10.0000
01045A  FE 117000000
10464 FE DISS £1200.3008
010534 26 ‘ 56,0646
01051y PR ‘ 4.0000
01055A- MM © 30200000
010564 MN DISS 3020.0200
327304 PHENOLS - 94,0000
70353 ORG HLDS 15.0000

LABORATORY REPORT k
NUMBER H9347791 R

CONC

&

£l
nh
Ui

£
£

¢
P

SANELING DATE
SAMPLING TiME
STARDARD ANAL
TYPE COOE

WON

STREAM CODE
RIVER MILE IN

VERIFY BY

MRD
HW3
HWS
DHN
Rh!
REW
REW
BN
WV
REW
REW
RER
REk
RE¥
it
REW
REY
tve
JHM

G> &) D GG G G O G G G G O GGy G

TGTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 19

y

£ 8711743
o

8/10/93
11138

736

]

VERIFY 0ATE

8/12/93
8/12/95
§/13/93
8/13/93
8/13/93
8/15/53
§r18/83
8/24/83
8/13/93
8/13/93
8/11/83
8/19/93

8/09/93

i S i e

e

Nk o

T

b i
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‘ ~ COMHONMEALTH OF PENNSYLYANIA PABE: |
DEPARTHENT OF ENVIRONN“TM. RESQUR'CES :
_ LABORATORY REPORT RECEIVED 8/11/93
_ FOR SAMPLE HUMBER H9347792 ) REPOI}TED 8/20/93
COLLECTOR TOH MILLER SWH3 SAMPLING DATE 3/10/93
COLLECTOR NO. 12310339 SAMPLING TVINE 12:15
ESTABLISHMENT RAYMARK STANDARD ANAL 23§
CASE HAME - - CME-93 ’ : TYPE CODE
FACILITY V-4 ’ : ¥l -
’ STREAM CODE

ID CODE "

30035 6 MRD . 8/12/93
0403 - PH LA , 7.3000 6 WS 8/itfes o
10410 T ALK CACOS - 338.0000 NG/L 8 HNS 1 B/A1/93 .o,
Y515 RES DISS/105 70,0000 NGJL 6 DHM | 8/18/93
J0660 € TOT ORGAHC - 2.8000 MG/L 6 WA~ i 8/12/93
W929A: WA~ - . §6,9000 MO/L 6 _ REW | B8/13/93
)0930A  NA BISS 56,3000 MGJL 6 T REW ‘;-emlaa
0940 CL 32,2000 MO/L 6 WM B/12/93
10945 - S04 TOTAL 132,0000 HO/L 6 WM | )N
BO7TA  BA 49.0000 V8/L 8  REV ' 8/13/93
i40424° CUTOT -« _ 10.0000 UB/L -6  REW . 0/13/98
10458  FE 284,000 UG/L 6 REW | 8/13/98
)1046A  FE DISS- 62,0000 US/L 6 REW 8/13/93
1H05IA BB e, 50,0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
11055 N , Thio0 89,0000 UBJL € REW 8/13/93
‘)em M DISS 66.0000 UG/L- 6  REW 8/13/93
4730A  PHENOLS . 0.0000 UG/L 6 EVC 8/11/98
ORG HLDS ¢ 5.0000 UG/L 6  JHN  8/19/9%

0353 ‘

RIVER MILE 1HD

DESCRIPTION © RESULT  CONC VERIFY BY ;VERIH DATE

SPEC CONDUCT  1063.0000

TOTAL HUHBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18

©od N d




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA . PAGE: 1
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

LABORATORY REPORT
FOR SAMPLE NUMBER H9347793 REPORTED  8/20/93

RESULT

1971.0080
7.1000
282.0000

2298.0000

- 1.8000

7.9800

L 1.7900
6.3000
960.0000
25.0000
11.0000
161.0000
161.0000
50,0000
74,0000
66.0000
0.0000

5
COLLECTOR TOM MILLER SWN3 .
COLLECTOR NO. 2310340
ESTABLISHHENT RAYMARK
CASE NAME CHE-93
FACILITY e

10 CODE

TEST . DESCRIPTION
:;%95 SPEC CONDUCT
00403 - PH LAB

00410 T ALK CACO3
00515  RES DISS/105
00680 C TOT ORGANC
003234 NA ‘

009304  NA DISS . - _
00940  CL

00845 S04 TOTAL

010074 BA

010424 . CU TOT

010454  FE

01046A  FE DISS

010514 P8 )
010554 N

010564  MN DISS

N730A  PHENOLS

70355 ORG HLDS. <

5.0000

RECEIVED  8/11/93

SAMPLING DATE  8/10/93

- SAMPLING TIME  9:30

STANDARD ANAL 236
TYPE CODE

QN

STREAM CODE

RIVER MILE IND

CONC VERIFY BY  VERIFY DATE

\

HG/L
H6/L
M6/L
MG/L
HE/L
MG/L
MG/L
u6/L
Ug/L
UG/L

UG/L

u6/L
Ug/L
UG/L
Ue/L
UG/L

¢ MRD 8/12/93
6 HYS 8/11/93
6 HWS 8/11/93
G DHN 8/18/93
6 WY 8/12/93
6 - REY 8/13/93
6 REW 8/13/93
6 WM 8/12/93
6 WVM 8/12/93
6 REY 8/13/93
§  REW 8/13/93
© 6 REW 8/13/93
6 REW §/13/93
G . REY 8/13/93
6 REV 8/13/93
6 REW 8/13/93
6 EVC 8/11/93
6 JEM  8/19/93

TOTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18°
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA: PAGE: 1
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

LABORATORY REPORT
FOR SAMPLE NUKBER H9347794

RECEIVED  8/11/93
REPORTED  8/20/93

SOLLECTOR TOM MILLER SHH3
OLLECTOR NO. 2310341
ISTABLISHMENT  RAYMARK

SAMPLING DATE  8/10/93
SAMPLING TIME 10:00
STANDARD ANAL 236

474
- '\

SASE NAME CHE-93 TYPE CODE @i
ACILITY W-7 HON

(D CODE STREAM CODE
: RIVER MILE IND

TEST DESCRIPTION RESULT CONC VERIFY &Y VERIFY DATE

N

wiS5  SPEC CONDUCT 749,000

6 MDD 8/12/93

0403 PHLAB - 7.5000 6 HuS 8/11/93
0410 T ALK CACO3 268.0000 MG/L G HHS 8/11/93
0515 RES DISS/105° 548,0000 M6/L 6 - ORN 8/18/93
0680 C TOT ORGANC 1.0000 MG/L 6 WV 8/12/93
0929 NA 10.8000 MG/L G REW 8/13/93
109304 NA DISS 10,6000 MG/L G REW 8/13/93
0940 ol 11,6000 MG/L G WVM 8/12/93
0945 S04 TOTAL 64.7000 MG/L G NVH 8/12/93
110074 BA 48,0000 UG/L 6 REW  8/13/93
110424 CU TOT 85.0000 US/L G REW 8/13/83
110454 FE 37,0000 UG/L G REW 8/13/93
1046h  FE DISS 10.0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
10514 PB x 50,0000 UG/L G REW 8/13/93
10554 MN ‘ 10.0000 UG/L G REW 8/13/93
10564 MN DISS < 10,0000 UG/L - 6 REW 8/13/93

730A  PHENOLS £0.0000 UG/L 6 EVC §/11/93
0353 ORG HLOS- < 5.0000 US/L 6 JHM 8/19/93

TOTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18

Sputhcentral Ragieh
/'>\ Waste Mzaczement f'iogram
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA PAGE: 1
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
: : A CER
LABORATORY REPORT RECEIVED  8/11/93 A geuticontral Regon
FOR SAMPLE NUMBER H9347795 REPORTED  8/20/93 Waste Maragement PrOZTSM
COLLECTOR TOM MILLER SWM3 SAMPLING DATE  8/10/93
COLLECTOR NO. 2310342 SAKPLING TINE 12:00
ESTABLISHMENT  RAYMARK ' STANDARD ANAL 235~
CASE NAME CHE-93 TYPE CODE
FACILITY ¥-9 HON

1D CODE - STREAM CODE
: - RIVER MILE IND

TEST DESCRIPTION “RESULT  CONC VERIFY BY VERIFY DATE
;;%95 SPEC CONDUCT 538.8500 §  HRD 8/12/93
00403 PH LAB 7.8000 6 HYS 8/11/93
00410 T ALK CACO3 182.0000 MG/L 6 HUS 8/11/93
00515 RES DISS/108 372.0000 MG/L 6 DH¥ 8/18/93
20680 € TOT ORGAXC 1.2600 HMG/L. 6 BVH 8/12/93
009284  NA 15.8000 MG/t 6 REW 8/13/93
B0930A  NA DISS 15,7000 MG/t 6 REW 8/13/93
00940 L 39,5000 MG/L G . WVM 8/12/93
80945 $04 TOTAL 28,2000 MG/L 6 HYH 8/12/93
010074  BA 36,0000 ue/L @ REW 8/13/93
010424  CU TOT - 13.0000 usfL & REY 8/13/93
010454  FE o 81.0000 UG/L G REW 8/13/93
010464  FE DISS 20,0000 ue/L 6 REW 8/13/93
0105tA  PB ' ¢ 50.0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
010554  MN | - 19,0000 UG/l 6 REW 8/13/93
Q}OSGA MN DISS 19.0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
ij730A PHENOLS 0.0000 UG/L 6 EVC 8/11/93
10353 ORG HLDS 6.1000 UG/L 6 JHH 8/19/93

TOTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18




COLLECTOR
COLLECTOR

. COMMONKEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA PAGE: 1
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

LABORATORY REPORT
FOR SAMPLE NUMBER H9347736 REPORTED  8/20/93

TOM MILLER SWM3
NO. 2310343

ESTABLISHMENT RAYMARK

CASE NAME
FACILITY
ID CODE

TEST

w95
00403
00410
00515
00620
009294
009204
00949
10945
010074
110424
310454
110464
110514
110554
110564
7304 -
10353

CHE-93
W-10A

DESCRIPTION RESULT

SPEC CONDUCT - 1611.0000
PH LAB 7.2000
T ALK CACO3 594.0000
RES DISS/105° 2696.0000
C TOT ORGANC 10.0000
NA 24,8000
NA DISS 24,8000
cL 8.9000
504 TOTAL 1200.0000
BA 70,0000
cu 10T 95,0000
FE 6100.0000
FE DISS 4500.0000
PB - ) 50.0000
N 2990.0000
KN DISS 2970.0000
PHENOLS 7.5000
ORG HLDS - 7.5000

RECEIVED  8/11/93

SAMPLING DATE  8/10/93
SAMPLING TIME 10:45
STANDARD ANAL 236

TYPE CODE

WON

STREAH CODE

RIVER WILE IND

CONC VERIFY BY VERIFY DATE

H6/L
M6/L
ME/L
H6/L
MG/L
MG/L
MG/L
U6/L
Ue /L
U6/L
UG/L
UG/t
UG/L
Ug/L
UG/L
U6/l

HRD 8/12/92
HuS 8/11/93
HWS 8/11/93
DHN 8/18/93
YK 8/12/93
CREW 8/13/93
- REY 8/13/93
Wy 8/12/93
gV 8/12/93
" REW §/13/93
REW 8/13/93
REW  ~8/13/93
REW 8/13/93
REW 8/18/93
REW 8/13/93
REW 8/13/93
EVe 8/11/93
JRH 8/19/93

L+ IR B+ S < » R B < I o I DR < B B~ B A3 B ~» B> T -3 BN < » B~ W o ]

TOTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18

3 ] i P N
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA PAGE: 1
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

' LABORATORY REPORY RECEIVED  8/11/93

FOR SAMPLE NUMBER H9347797 REPORTED  8/20/93
COLLECTOR TOM MILLER S¥M3 ~ “SAHPLING DATE  8/10/93
COLLECTOR NO. 2310344 SAMPLING TINE 11:00 % s
ESTABLISHMENT RAYMARK STANDARD ANAL 236 ' o e
CASE NAME CHE-93 ) TYPE CODE e
FACILITY W-108 - WoN Lol
1D CODE. ) STREAM CODE -

RIVER MILE IND

TEST DESCRIPTION RESULT  CONC VERIFY 8Y VERIFY DATE
:;%095 SPEC CONDUCT 2472.0000 6 HRD 8/12/93 ‘
00493 PH LAB 71.70060 6. HWS 8/11/93
00410 T ALK CACOS 976.0000- Mg/L 6 HHS 8/11/93
00515 RES -DISS/105 2190.0000 HM6/L 6 DHN B/18/93
00§80 C TOT GRGANC 11,5000 MG/L 6 HVM 8/12/93 .
00925A  NA 40,0000 M6/t 6 - REW 8/13/93
003304  NA DISS - 40.0000 HG/L 6 REW §/13/93
00940 L 9.8000 MG/L 6 WV 8/12/93
00845 504 TOTAL §95.0000 H§/L. G LA 8/12/93
010074  BA 90.0000 UG/L 6 = REM 8/13/93
010424 CU TOT ¢ 10.0000 ve/t 6 REW 8/13/93
010454 FE 12900.0000 U8/t 6 REY 8/13/93
01046A  FE DISS, 10100.0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
010514 PB ¢ 50,0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/92
010554  MN 2060.0000 UG/L 6 REW 8/13/93
01056A  MN DISS . 2060.0000 uG/L 6 REY 8/13/93
\?2730A PHENOLS 12.5000 UG/L 6 EVC 8/11/93
70353 ORG HLDS © o 6.3000 UG/L 6 JHH: 8/19/93

TOTAL NUMBER OF TESTS FOR THIS SAMPLE 18
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* ER-+WM-—129: Rev. 12/88 ' Commonwazith of Pannsylvanis
Department of Environmental Resources
Bursau of Wasts Managesment

Inspection Report Comments T9f o e mvw-\_r?
YD OF ERORCE i

- Date of Inspection | 7/ 23 /92 ' - Identification Number ’O ApooB 01830

Company[Facility/Site Name /QM Lodenlnss /23 €-S '/Llé"f/&-g"e ' %ﬁ’r

,Z(,‘ C Joly /??242 & —
_%M ,D_Q,_,\‘ (M

In the ‘‘Requirement’’ Section of this lnspectlon report, each listed lnspeetlan item-may provide only a brief version of
its corresponding obligation as described in the body of the regufations. Please use the Chapter citations listed on this inspec-
tion report as a reference to obtain a detalled description of compliance requirements.

This inspection report is official no tlf/catlon that a representative of the Department of En wronmental Resources, Bureau
of Waste Management, lnspacted the above lnstallatlon The findings of this inspection are shown in this report. This inspec- .
tion report shall serve a formal notification of. any ‘violations which were observed during the inspection. Violations may also

" be discovered upon examination of the results of, Jaboratory analyses and review of Department records. Additional notifica-
tion may be forthcoming, conceming any violations indicated herein and listing any additional violations.

This report does not constitute an order or other appealable action of the Department. Nothing containea herein shall be
deemed to grant or imply immunity from Iegal action for any violation noted herein.

Signature by the person interviewed doés not necessarlly imply concurrence with the fmdlngs on rhls report, but does :
acknowledge that the person was shown the report or that a copy was left with the person.

Person 'Imervisv;vad (signaturai /\éan-«\\// : Wv lye - : | — Date N4 ;/3-20 (22
‘ Inspe\cltor {signature) | WMMQ /S W : Date | -

Page of




" L/91

@ N'- VIOLATION - ENFORCEMENT FORM |

Date Submitted

—

) Nurber PllDO 03015308 LDF[(/]/TSF[]INC[]LQG[]SQG[]TM[] o9 ,3l

swcler Nams |
ﬂaj ~a v IS T s 4—:—;-«7\5
ireet A I [ City |
|22 £. STIEGEL AN Mam«Q—Lm lPA IS 5
VALUATION: Acd D]  chamge| [, Delete| | = R
Date n Humber = Agency a Type » Reagon Brench Person

o:vlre e/ L cieis

Areas of Evaluation ( E - Evaluated, NE - Mot Evaluated, MA - Not Applicable )

GOR TeR oca Dew DMC ., OPP |, CAS ,
GPT ™R pcL-, E, 4] . DHR st FEA
GGR GRR TOR pce DLB po® , , DR, | oL
GL8 Gsc : DFR oLF o, oTT |, L
j GMR GSQ ' T 5GS oLY oPe o - ,

cments Lot d:_,ﬁoSc./e- %M W ((/_,ow )

IOLATION acd | | Change[ [ pelece| | =
Ky m  Number X " Area = Class & Regulation Type Regulation Citation
] Do Doy D
' Returned tn Compliance
Date Determined Priority Branch Perzon Schoc!ulod A zunl IS
[ —l

Add | | Chamge| | Oeleta{ |

cym Number m Area = Class @ Regulation Type Regulation Citation

] oo [ D e B
5 - Returned to Compl jance
Date Determined ™ Priority Branch perscn Schediried a Actumt &
> N . —_ L —_— | A S T

addl | charge| | .Deletej_f

cym Humber . Ares » Class s Reguiation Type Regulation Citation =
111 O
. Returned to c:.qwum
Date Determined & Priority Branch Peroon Scheckrisd o ml a
: : : —_ —t 2t 3 3 : : : Pt :

Add] | Charcel | Deletal |

cya Nusber m Arsa = Class & Regulation Type Regulation Citatien
] T T
' Returmed to Complismce
Date Determined & Priority Sranch Persen scheduled & ictal o :
l . . : —_ L 1 J | S B J : -
ments . ' v o

cquired = Damirad if partinent . E:[R-q.ured enly for previously fepar:q data = __, Mot Required by EPA




479

Handler N ame [

Date Determined &

Priority .

.

)

VIOILATION: ; Add | | change| | petete [ T
hgency @ Nupber = Ares m - Class = Regulation Type Regulation Citation

loturr-d to Compliance

Branch Person Schod.ll Actuml o
L J | J [ i J
Acd U Change U Delate u
Area = Class m Regulation Type Regulation Citation
0 . . .
) ‘ ; Returned to Complisrce
Date Determined & Priority Branch Person Scheduled a Actual o
— —_ [ T
Comments
VIOLATION Acd | | change| | Delete| |
hgency s Number = Ares = Class m Regulation Type Regulation Citation
. Returned to Cuwlhncc
Dats Determined & Prioeity Sranch Person sdua.llcd Actusl
1 ] L L 1] L L J

PENALTY \LTY. PAYMENTS:

pelete | |
Agency = Type = _ Branch Person
Penalty Assessad M| : Settled b Dol N
COVERED . VIOLATION
AgeE_v [ Number & Ares » Ag«iv ~ Numban s Area ™ Agency & Nuzber & Area ','~\>
— 3 — - — ;
- f — — !
: |
L | | C

Date
L N 1 1 J v 1 1 1 3 L 1 L ) 1 ] ] 1 2 ] ot L | R N 1 L ] ] ! L 1 L
L . L 2 1 PR B | 1 L L1 1 \1 ] 1 | I | N S S | . J L 1 | S L L 1] | BN ! beed
| I | —t b b L | S WS NSO NN NN N R | L | I R N [ N N S ! I S N | ;
—— | A N SN NN NUNI SOUN I RRU RN S MUY SE S | P ! 11 TR N N N | L) i Lt I :
Comnents
. ‘ .
D R@irod = D Recquired {f pertinent & th.lirod only for previcusly reported data = ‘ __ Not Recuired by EPA




.
ER—WM-—129: Rev. 12/38 Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Departmant of Environmentai Resources
Bureau of Waste Management
Inspection Report Comments
Date of Inspection ?// ¢ / 7/ dentification Number PDoo30Is 324

Company/Facility/Site Name /P““LMM%" I~’L“"’L““J C(/&"‘U-’Q ’g""’zf Y"’QE)

Glenn [htrel Ao t1a Dhpetrm At colle el o lo«_y(--'Q_LL
Cls s tas po Ll ot X _ﬁ;'v»\m R&ﬁwmk S O SVA ,Z-\.%LQ
LM#tb»ﬂ ceased o R M o T Mok 19, /9’?7‘
A clocia :plaw LA Cwén.-{-/gj_.\, A)M.,L XY, 19¢ 3 lq /Z%M
AT ren i) not T st T Tt o D5 e Crotn
yie 144[9}(2,2’}) (i) Li/ux W Ou ;LU‘\/ 31/
(7 Me Dipodmet m‘w 'Zﬁ—-,uom/k Z ,t;& v~36-.~ A«Euu
W%) ﬁﬂ#MW%%WWM{Q
L;L Moo lisry 1988 cwwouw_k TMCWJ:,)N,@ feeceafe f -

o s Span Ll o Sie o Loar Ll 1980 welep) Tl MM
- ULLLL«/?L‘M Constn Fom W /-A_,o./g_dn./a,& . Tha D,L.pw
MW AKs MMW (39 )fe“w: Sorna prmn il
Lraa CCé")qJLkuMA.LM ULQ%WM
— POALM,LLL_&‘C& ZQ::_/Q/,A,C@ el A a',,__‘_‘_._;a X R R_AWM
>( M#—&z)»—wﬂk&-«{ m.e MW..QMFM
Wy atini MML ,ahw,; clother | forloi

In the "*Requirement’’ Section of this /nspect/on report, each listed inspection item may provide only a brief version of
its corresponding obfigation as described in the body of the regulations. Please use the Chapter citations listed on this inspec-
tion report as a reference to obtain a detailed description-of compliance requirements.

This inspection report is official notification that a representative of the Department of Environmental Resources, Bureau
of Waste Management, inspected the above installation. The findings of this inspection are shown in this report. This inspec-
tion report shall serve a formal notification of any violations which were observed during the inspection. Violations may also
be discovered upon examination of the results of laboratory analyses and review of Department records. Addlt/onal notifica-
tion may be forthcoming, concerning any violations indicated herein and listing any additional violations.

This report does not constitute an order or other appealable action of the Department. Nothing containea herein shall be
deemed to grant or imply immunity from legal action for any violation noted herein.

Signature by the person interviewed does not necessarily imply concurrence with the findings on this report, but does
acknowledge that the person was shown the report or that a copy was left with the person.

-

Person Interviewed (signature)

. Date ?/ / 6,/ 74
Lo W-}L,L  Dare 7/’6/9/

™ ‘ . Page of =

Inspector (signature)
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ER—WM-—129: Rev. 12/88 Commonweaith of Pennsylvania
' Department of Environmental Resaurces
8Bureau of Waste Management

Inspection Report Comments

Date of Inspection __ 2. // & /? - Identiflcation Number Padboo3o)5328

CnmpanylFamhtyIStte Name B“’Wj‘— -l\wb""("w M W )

2 e MW/AA- WMMWMM‘%%%LQ
ﬂAWOAm@wM 0-’&-""4; M—L%&%%M
JMAMMM%JMMQ%J%AM
mW@LM\, /»Aaaﬁuﬂw\/a-wtw
MéMWW)Mw WM%W
M/%MNM_ '

Wﬂ—‘- W%ca&m(MDMﬁMW
e Ayt e | Pleae papd oy Tt Do T D
M,Z:ﬁvé«z:&\ Lo liv) .4..75 et Lo /%M,JKM
ConnT Fhis oea,

In the *“Requirement’” Section of this inspection report, each listed inspection item may provide only a brief vefsion of
its corresponding obligation as described in the body of the regulations. Please use the Chapter citations listed on this inspec-
tion report as a reference to obtain a detailed description of compliance requirements.

This inspection report is official notification that a representative of the Department of Environmental Resources, Bureau
of Waste Management, inspected the above installation. The findings of this inspection are shown in this report. This inspec-
tion report shall serve a formal notification of any violations which were observed during the inspection. Violations may also
be discovered upon examination of the resuits of laboratory analyses and review of Department records. Additional notifica-
tion may be forthcoming, concerning any violations indicated herein and listing any additional violations.

This report does not constitute an order or other appealable action of the Department. Nothing containea herein shall be
deemed to grant or imply immunity from legal action for any violation noted herein.

Signature by the person interviewed does not necessarily imply concurrence with the findings on this report, but does
acknowiledge that the person was shown the report or that a copy was left with the person.

Person Interviewed (signéture) . ’ [ . %@v’w Date 7//6/ 174
Inspector {(signature) 4( (P W}Aﬁ- Date ?/ 16 / G/
e
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

‘ n DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

PENNSYLVANIA Post Office Box 2063
; : Harrisburg, Pennsylv_ania 17105-2063

Bureau of Waste Management

November’lS, 1990

John Nevius.

Environmental Protectlon Agency -
RCRA Enforcement Section - 3HW62
841 Chestnut Building
Philadelphia, PA 19107

)

Dear John:

Enclosed are two CME'groundwater‘monitoring reports:

' Raymark Industries, Inc. ... Harrisburg Region ... by T.J. Miller *
Vogel Disposal Service, Inc. .Meadville Region... by Craig Lobins
' : : : ' : v and Kim Kaal

This should be the last package of groundwater inspection reports for
FFY 1990. If you have any: questlons, please do not hesitate to call.

~
/ - '
“% - John, this one should be‘worth 2 (two) beans.

‘Sincerely,

Bill Rarick






